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Bams of the opinion 

1 , The amemfmenta filed with the fetter dated 26,05,2008 are not allowable considering 
Article 10(2) PCT. 

The scope of amended claim 1 is broader as the content of the file as ■ originally fifed. 
The artowwg fmum das been added to claim 1 : ! \,0hwmg a control of the 
mechanical properties ind&peedarriiv oi density of toe cemenhng composition sbey. 
However, It is not clear which mechanical properties are controlled. 

in the description, si Is slated on page 3, paragraph 4 r "Tim. im^mipmmim ^ 

be oonmiisd wdepemfe-rjPv of the slurry density,:. 

Hence, claim 1 has to be limited to the hmeehanical properties of the set cements, to 
be in accordance with Art, IS PCT, since, without true limitation, the scope of: said 
claim Is broader than the scope of the application as originally filed, 

-MmnmI with regard %*t\m^% immtm step or Industrial tftftorimft 

Hie following documents (D) am referred to in this communication; the nomhehrwi will 
beadhered to In the rest of the procedure : 

Pi ; FPA-0 021 24 ? (SORTERH M.V; SORTECH R m 2b October 1 394 (i |f4- I Q-M) 
P2: US 200W1 1 6064 Al iOArOCAN SAMUEL ET AL) 26 Jaaa 2003 i200SDa-:Ra 
PS; WO 00/3738? A (SOrREC-H RAW SCHLRRiBE RO ER CANADA LIMITED; GORPAGRia PES 
SERVICER ROWE) 29 <tm§ 2000 ptOOOVmWa) 

1,1 Since none of the documents clad in the seamh report disclose all the features of 
independent claim 1 , if la considered that said claim as well as dependent claims 2-20 
are novel over said prior an documents. 
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2. frmeotive step ; 

T 1 The argumentation of the applicant has been earretully studied. 

In dscnment 01 m\ cmm&rm as being the closest prior art document {see p6 136-40), 
oft* of the embodiment is a mixture comprising only cement in the fine particle size 
f r actio n { mic roc amen t ) . 

Furthermore, It has to be noted that In the method disclosed In document D$ t the 
mechanical prcpahlcs of the cement are also actuated Independently of the density of 
the slurry, for slurry densities being between 12 peg and 16 peg (see h pedicular the 
axansses- . 

This has ^'^.^Itrimd:^ th&aapfatfft In the present decohptferp on page 3 f 3rd 
paragraph. 

Hence, 03 gives already the teaching that by mMm§ mere or less flexible particles in. the: 
blond, lbs mechanical properties ct the cement can be defined independently of the 
density of the slurry, 

■mm the suhtect-rnatter of amended claim 1 Is not limited to sluny densities hemg 
smaller than 1 2ppg or greater then 1 6ppg, It Is not clear Now this additional feature could 
confer come Inventive step to said claim 1 (see also the clarity objections under Item 
VIII). 

Therefore, the subject-matter of claim 1 Is not oonsldered as being Inventive over the 
combination 01 / 03 (or 02 / 03). 

2,2 Dependent claims 2-2§ Co not appear to centals any additional features which, In 
combination with the features o! any claim to which they refer, meet lbs requirements 
of lbs POT with respect to Inventive step. 
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Certain oEservailoaa oetlie lriternafetiaf application 

1 , The feature added to claim 1 Irs the present amended set of claims, even If modified to 
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km the scope to the rnooimnk^ parties stiiio mi oemeoi the wording \,Qtkmting 
a coram!: Qf the mechanical properties mdep&nderrify of density of the cementing 
ccmpmifmn stony is interpreted as a. result to be asf^evwd and not as a. technical 
feature of the cementing slurry 

Forthemiore, it is no? eiear to use properties of the set cement to characterise the 
cementing composition slurry (Art 6 POT). 



